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Abstract

It is shown that radial localization of optically thin Electron Cyclotron Emission from
superthermal el ectrons can beimposed by observation of emission upshifted from thethermal
cyclotron resonanceinthehorizontal midplaneof atokamak. A new and uniquediagnostic
has been proposed and operated to make radially localized measurements of superthermal
electrons during Lower Hybrid Current Drive on the PBX-M tokamak. The superthermal
electron density profileaswell asmomentsof the electron energy distribution asafunction
of radius are measured during Lower Hybrid Current Drive. The time evolution of these
measurements after the Lower Hybrid power is turned off are given and the observed be-
havior reflectsthe collisional isotropization of the energy distribution and radial diffusion
of the spatia profile.
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|. Introduction

Therouteto advanced tokamak operationswhichispresently envisioned relieson con-
trol of the current density profile acrossthe tokamak minor radius by non-inductive means,
as well as control of the pressure profile.!* Since macroscopic control of the current pro-
file depends on the detailed behavior of the electron distribution function, and especially
asuperthermal population produced by non-inductive current drive, measurements of the
radial behavior of the current-carrying part of this distribution, as well as its energy con-
tent are of interest. In thiswork a new diagnostic method is devel oped, both theoretically
and experimentally on the PBX-M tokamak, to make such spatially localized measure-
ments of the fast electron distribution. It is found that radially localized emission from
superthermal electrons may be obtained by an oblique view of Electron Cyclotron Emis-
sion (ECE) upshifted from alow harmonic of thelocal electron cyclotron frequency in the
horizontal midplane of the tokamak. Experiments have been previously performed using
the el ectron cyclotron resonance to measure properties of the superthermal distribution,®”
however they have been unable to make spatially localized measurements. Spatial local-
ization of upshifted emission is imposed in this work by the region of parameter space
(frequency, magnetic field, and observation angle) in which the el ectron cyclotron reson-
ance can be fulfilled. The sengitivity of the ECE resonance condition to changes in this
parameter space allows probing of the distribution function in energy and physical space,
and thus radially localized measurements of energy parameters of the distribution as well
as measurement of the superthermal density profile.

In Section Il the technique of radial localization by Oblique ECE is presented and a
model for oblique emission is given. The diagnostic arrangement on PBX-M is discussed
in Section 111. Section IV presents measurements made with the Oblique Electron Cyclo-
tron Emission diagnostic and their analysis to obtain radially localized moments of the
superthermal electron distribution. Conclusions and further applications of thistechnique
are presented in in Section V.

II.  Oblique Electron Cyclotron Emission

While anon-relativistic thermal plasma radiates ECE at harmonics of thelocal cyclo-
tron frequency, an energetic population of electrons present in a plasma will radiate en-
ergy in arange of frequencies around these harmonicsaccording to therelativistic electron



cyclotron resonance condition. The resonance condition is given by
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v istherelativigtic factor, the normalized momentum v = p/mc sothat 4* = 1 + v, m
isthe harmonic number, 2. isthelocal e ectron cyclotron frequency given by theelectron
rest mass, and w is the resonant frequency. The condition given by Egn. 2 isthe necessary
condition for real solutionsto the dispersion relation; that is, thereisno electron cyclotron
emission (or absorption) in aregion of parameter space (frequency, magnetic field, and
observation angle) where Eqgn. 2 is not fulfilled.

Many other experimentswhich use electron cyclotron emission/absorption to measure
properties of superthermal electrons use a perpendicular view (n; = 0).>*" Inthis case,
Eqgn. 2 states that only downshifted emission may be observed, making it difficult to set
gpatial limits on the region of emission. Transmission experiments are performed at a fi-
nite angle to the magnetic field,”® however these experiments also use an interaction at
frequencies which are downshifted from the el ectron cyclotron frequency and thus cannot
achieveradial localization. It isthe use of upshifted emission which allows radial localiz-
ation in the present case.

An outer radial limit on the spatial region in which observed ECE can originate can be
set using Egn. 2. When ECE isviewed in the mid-planefrom the outside of thetorusat an
oblique angle to the magnetic field, emission which is upshifted from alow harmonic of
the local electron cyclotron frequency can be observed. Equation 2 determines the outer
radia limit of this upshifted emission, asillustrated by the upper right shaded region for
second harmonic emission in Fig. 1 for typical PBX-M parameters. As this condition is
dependent on the local electron cyclotron frequency, the spatial limit which it sets varies
with frequency. Note that the region in which Egn. 2 is not satisfied is not a region inac-
cessible to the wave; radiation can propagate through this region but cannot originate in
it.

Aninner radia limit on the spatial region of the observed emission may be achieved
in two different ways. When emission is observed upshifted from an optically thick har-
monic, such as second harmonic extraordinary-mode (X-mode), the thermal layer sets an
inner radial limit on the spatial region of emission. Any emission originating inside the
thermal layer (R < R(w = mf)..)) would be reabsorbed by thermal electrons. Thus the
observed emission is a combination of emission from thermal electrons and superthermal
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electrons. Asthethermal emission would be known from any electron temperature profile
measurement, the emission above the thermal level must be due to superthermal electrons
in the radia region between the thermal layer and the location given by Egn. 2. Thera
dial region thus determined by aview in the mid-plane would vary with frequency due to
the variation in the radial location of the cyclotron frequency. Thus a scan in frequency
providesascan in radius of the emission from superthermal electrons. This method relies
on the thermal layer being optically thick.

A second means of setting an inner radial limit on emission can be used under toka-
mak operating conditions where w,. ~ ... In such acase, second harmonic X-mode
radiation from thermal electrons can be cut-off by the right-hand cutoff frequency. Inthis
scenario, which is the typical operating regime of PBX-M and other high-/3 experiments,
the right hand cut-off can be used to refract the emitted radiation. The turning point of a
ray, determined by the right-hand cutoff

_ e [ decpe | 3)
=\ e )

setsaninner radial limit on the spatial regionfromwhich emission at aparticular frequency
can originate. Astheright-hand cut-off isdependent on thelocal electron density, different
frequencies probe different spatial regions of the plasma. ThisisillustratedinFig. 1. The
asymmetric shape of the cutoff as afunction of radiusis due to the fact that the index of
refraction changesfromn| = .54 at the outer edgeto ») = .78 ontheinsidefor the chosen
viewing angle. Emission at frequenciesin the range 65 - 90 GHz is shown to be radially
localized under the given plasma conditions.

The viewing scenario in PBX-M for emission upshifted from the second harmonic of
the electron cyclotron frequency isillustrated in Fig. 2 for aviewing angle of 57° with re-
gpect to the toroidal direction. Shown in Fig. 2(b) is the emission in second harmonic as
afunction of minor radius at 80 GHz, assuming aradially constant distribution of super-
thermal electrons. Figure 2(b) illustrates the radia localization of the emission between
the turning point of the ray, determined by Eqgn. 3, and the outer limit imposed by Eqgn. 2.
Emission at this viewing angle is also enhanced because of the forward peaking of emis-
sion from mildly relativistic electrons.

In addition to radial localization, changesin the parameters of the resonance condition
(Egn. 1) can be used to vary the region of energy space which is observed. Figure 3 il-
lustrates possible resonance curves in energy space. It is seen that a change in the ratio
% produces a significant change in the resonant perpendicul ar energies, while achange
in the viewing angle (), which necessitates a change in the ratio % to fulfill Egn. 2,
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Figure 1: Accessibility diagram in the midplane for PBX-M parameters under the
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plasma conditions n., = 3.3 x 10'* cm™, By, = 1.37, and viewing angle = 57° with

respect to the toroidal direction. Emission cannot originate in the shaded regions.

Upshifted second harmonic emission in the range 65 - 90 GHz is spatially localized
between the right-hand cutoff and the condition imposed by Eqgn. 2.
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Figure 2: (a) Toroidal view of observation ray path, n., = 3.4 x 10** cm=, By, =

1.37, viewing angle = 57° with respect to the toroidal direction. (b) Second har-

monic emission along ray path at 80 GHz given a fast electron energy distribution
which is constant with radius with a density of 2 x 10'° cm~2, a plateau to a high
parallel energy cutoff of 100 keV and a perpendicular temperature of 30 keV.
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Figure 3: Solid lines illustrate the change in the resonance curve due to a change
in the ratio % at a constant ». The dotted line illustrates the change in the res-
onance curve due to a change in the viewing angle ().

produces achangein theresonant parallel energies. An experiment in which both of these
parameters are varied can most effectively determine the energy parameters of the distri-
bution function.

The relation between the emission observed in such an experiment and the elec-
tron distribution function is shown in the following paragraphs. Once such arelation is
established, moments of the distribution function can be determined from the observed

emission. The total single pass emission observed along aray path may be written®
1 o]
= S =7m(s)
](w) /raypath ds nf(s) m ﬁm (w7 S) c ’ (4)

=1

where n? isthe ray refractive index, 3,, is the local emissivity in the mth harmonic, 7.,
isthe optical depth (7., = [* ., () da, where «,,, isthe local absorption in the mith har-
monic), and the sum isover harmonics. Local propertiesof the ray arefound by aray tra-
cing code.? In cases where refractive effects are important, diel ectric effects are not negli-
gible, and aform of the emission and absorption coefficients must be used which includes
such effects. Thefully relativistic emission coefficient at agiven spatial |ocation has been
derived from the linearized Klimontovich-Maxwell equations by Freund and Wu.!° Us-
ing the resonance condition to reduce the problem to a one dimensional integral along the
resonance curve, this emission coefficient may be written

2

E.| [J2(0) fluig duy. (5)
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Bm(w, s) = B, 1B +

where n. is the electron density, n isthe total index of refraction, Y,, = 2%= [ isthe
electric field of the wave, A, isthereal part of the determinant of the dispersion tensor,
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Tr) is the trace of the transpose of the cofactor matrix of the dispersion tensor, f(u) is
the momentum distribution function, .J,,, isthe mth order Bessel function, b = &, p;, =
N w/Qee, us = [0y Vi £ M]/u —n}) arethe resonant values for u, = 0,
and u ,  is defined by the resonance curve u? = (nu) + Y5,)® — 1 — ufl. Theintegrand
isonly defined under the condition given by Eqn. 2. Here the equation derived by Freund
and Wu for an isotropic plasma is multiplied by the factor d©2;/dQ}, = n? cos {/n? 31!
where d();. isthe element of solid angle around the wave vector, df), isthe element of solid
angle around the group velocity vector, and ¢ is the angle between the group velocity and
the wave vector k. Thisfactor represents changes in the energy flux due to the anisotropy
of the plasma. The local polarization of the wave is found from the local solution of the
dispersionrelation along theray. It has also been assumed that the derivative of the Bessel
function may be written: .J; (b) ~ 5.J,,(b), 1.€. 7J,,(b) > J,41(b). Figure 3 gives an
example of the resonance curves in energy space along which the integral is performed.
The elements of the plasmadispersion tensor for a hot plasma can be cal culated, assuming
the background plasmais maxwellian, using the plasma dispersion function Z((,,, ), where
G = (w — mSQee ) /Fyven, following Stix. "
The absorption is found from the emissivity by the transformation®!2

uy f 8mc?
et L.
0% - n2wim.c? /
where
af af
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Equations 5 and 6 are valid for al plasma regimes. In many cases the background
plasma, which determines the dispersive properties of the medium, can be assumed to be
cold, in which case the Altar-Appleton-Hartree dispersion relation'? can be used, and the
emission and absorption coefficients can be reduced following Freund and Wu.'° Thecold
plasmaapproximationisvalidwhen i pr., < 1 and kv, < w — mQ..|, away fromthe
thermal cyclotron layer. Note £, p;, < 1 for the emitting electrons has not been assumed
. The emitting electrons may be either thermal or a superthermal population. For a cold



background plasmawe find
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The top sign refersto the O-mode and the bottom sign to the X-mode.

X and O-mode emission strictly refer to waves which propagate perpendicular to the
magnetic field and are linearly polarized. For propagation at an oblique angle to the mag-
netic field the same terms will be used hereto refer to waves which follow from the same
branch of the dispersion relation. At an oblique angle, both X and O-mode emission are
elliptically polarized and thus both could be observed by alinearly polarized antenna. For
the wave e ectric field vector defined with the z-direction along the magnetic field and the
x-directionintheradial direction, ahorizontal polarizationisdefined for oblique propaga-
tion: Ky = E.sinf — I, cosf, where § is the angle of observation with respect to the
toroidal field. The dlipticity of a wave propagating at 57° with respect to the magnetic
field isthen found to be |E,/ Ey|* = 1.67 for the X-mode and |E,/ Ey|* = .6 for the
O-mode. In general, thetotal power emitted into O-modeis lower than that into X-mode.
Calculations of observed power for alinearly polarized antenna show that for observation
at a57° angle, with the observed electric field oriented in the vertical direction, |E, |*, the
emission is predominantly in X-mode; less than 15% of the observed power is contributed
by the O-mode.

In certain cases some harmonic overlap may occur. That is, third harmonic downshif-
ted emission may also be observed from electron distribution functionswhich have asig-
nificant number of particlesat high energies, particularly high perpendicular energies. For
this reason, al calculations of emission will include the third harmonic contribution.



II1.  Experimental Setup

The experiment described here was carried out on the PBX-M tokamak. Asw,. ~ Q..
under normal operating conditions on PBX-M, the method of refracting the observation
rays from the right-hand cutoff was chosen to set the inner radial limit on the observed
emission. This experiment was designed for arange of plasma parametersn., = 3.0 —
3.7 x 10" em™® and By, = 1.2 — 1.35 Teda. A viewing angle of 33° with respect to the
radial direction was chosen to optimize the radial localization of emission and the range
of electron energiesobserved. Figurelillustratestheradia localization of e ectron cyclo-
tron emission in the range 60 - 90 GHz under these conditions. A superheterodyne ra-
diometer'*:'> wasbuilt to detect emission in thisfrequency rangein either aswept or single
frequency mode. The emission was received through a microwave antennawith alinearly
polarized, corrugated scalar feed horn and a spot focused Gaussian lensin its 6 inch dia-
meter aperture. The Gaussian beam was focused 35 inches in front of the aperture with
agpot sizeof 1.1 inches at 75 GHz. The -3 dB full beamwidth was found to be 2° at the
focusfor 60 GHz, and will be smaller for higher frequencies. The -10 dB point of the full
beamwidth was found to be 6 - 7 cm along most of its path length through the plasma for
60 GHz.

For radial localization, it is important that the observed emission can be assumed to
originate from a single pass through the plasma. In order to reduce wall reflections, mi-
crowave viewing dumps made of a Silicon Carbide (SIC) based ceramic were installed
along both theinner and outer walls of the vacuum chamber to provide coverageto at least
the-10 dB point of the viewing beam. Pyramids oneinch in depth with an opening of 45°
were machined into the surface in order to increase microwave absorption by the viewing
dumps. Reflection from these dumps was measured in the lab compared to the reflection
from ametal plate. The dumpswere found to reduce reflection by at least -15 dB, as com-
pared to the metal plate, for radiation incident at 45° and up to -30 dB for perpendicularly
incident radiation. The arrangement of the viewing dumps and the microwave antennain
PBX-M isshownin Fig. 4.

Totest the effectiveness of the viewing dumps, thermal emission fromohmic discharges
with high and low density were compared. For the high density case, the plasma dens-
ity and magnetic field were the same as those shown in Fig. 1. Second harmonic thermal
emission above 65 GHz is cut off under these conditions, and it is expected that no first
pass emission should be observed. Perpendicular thermal emission at these frequencies,
however, is not cut off. This differenceis due to the dependence of the cutoff frequency
on nyj, shown in Egn. 3. If the dumps are not working or the antennais not viewing them,
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Figure 4: Toroidal view of PBX-M showing the arrangement of the microwave an-
tenna and the SiC viewing dumps for the Oblique Electron Cyclotron Emission dia-
gnostic.
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Figure5: Lower line shows measured emission from a high density ohmic plasma
for which the thermal emission is cut off, n., = 3. x 10"%*em =2, T., = 700eV, By, =
1.3T'. The upper line shows the thermal emission from a low density plasma where
the thermal layer can be observed, n., = 1. x 10*em =3, T., = 900V, Br, = 1.37".
The low level of emission in the high density case demonstrates that the viewing
dumps are effective.

this perpendicular emission could easily be reflected back into theray path. Thelower line
in Fig. 5 shows the measured emission under these high density conditions. This case was
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Figure 6: Typical temperature and density profiles for the shots used in this ana-
lysis. PBX-M shots 312021 - 312060.

compared with alow density ohmic discharge in which the thermal layer is not cutoff at
the set observation angle. Emission under these conditions is shown in the upper line in
Fig. 5. Since very little emission is observed under the high density conditions (approx-
imately 10% of that observed under low density conditions), it is concluded that the ray
path isbending as expected and the antennais viewing the outer dumps under high density
conditions.

V. Measurements& Analysis

A seriesof measurementstaken by the Oblique Electron Cyclotron Emission diagnostic
will be analyzed hereto determine moments of the electron distribution function asafunc-
tion of radiusand time. The parameters of the background plasma during these shotswere
Neo = 3.2—3.6 x 10> cm=3, T., = 725- 775eV, Br, = 1.2 - 1.35T, and a plasma current
of 180 kAmps. Typical background temperature and density profiles are shown in Fig. 6.
Lower Hybrid power was launched into these plasmas with a phasing of —82° and power
of 200 kW. This phasing corresponds to a peak in the launched » || spectrum at 1.8. The
current driven by Lower Hybrid waves provides only a small fraction of the total plasma
current under these conditions (20 - 50 kAmps), and iswell peaked off axis, as verified by
Hard X-Ray measurements.

Small changesin both thethermal electron density and thetoroidal magneticfield were
used to control thelocation of the emission in both physical space and energy space. Meas-
urements taken both at different magnetic fields and at different frequencies change the
ratio % in the resonance condition (Egn. 1). Inthisway the energy of the resonant elec-
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trons can be varied to improve the measurement’sresol ution of the electron distribution’s
energy parameters.

Because the observed emission is dependent on both the energy distribution and the
density of the superthermal electrons, the energy distribution and itsradial variation must
be found before the radia profile of the superthermal density can be determined. Asthe
emissionislinearly related to the density, thisdensity dependence can beeasily eliminated
by using ratiosof measurementstaken at thesameradial location. Thus, we start by finding
the energy distribution.

The emission can be expressed using, for example, Egns. 4 and 7. Assuming al terms
dueto local plasmaparametersare known, thisemission depends only on the electron dis-
tribution function. The ratio of emission measured at two frequencies originating in the
same spatial region then depends only on the energy distribution function. Thusin prin-
ciple, the measurement of two such ratios givesaunique solution for an energy distribution
whichismodeled in terms of two parameters. However, measurements made close to each
other in frequency space lie close to each other in solution space. Given the limited num-
ber of measurements able to be made during this experiment (measurements at one angle
only), and given experimental uncertainties in the measurements, recovering the unique
solution becomes impossible in this case.

A solution for the energy distribution isfound with the help of Bayes' Theorem which
takesinto account the known uncertaintiesin the measurements and allowsthe cal cul ation
of the most probable solution and its uncertainty. Bayes Theorem states
P(D|®) P(O)

P(©ID) = =P

(9)

where P(D|®) isthe conditional probability distribution of the observed data D given a
model with parameters ® and some uncertainty in the measurement, P(®) representsthe
prior distribution of ® (i.e. what is known about ® before any measurements are taken),
and P(D) isthetotal probability of the measurement D:

P(D) = /P(D|®) P(©) dO.
If H(®) represents the model for the observed data given parameters ®, and the errorsin

the measurements are assumed to be distributed according to a Gaussian distribution, then

1 -1(D-H(©))TV-(D-H(®
P(D|®):We > (D-H(®)) (D-H(®)) (10)

with V the covariance matrix of H, and both ® and D have length %. In practice, V is
taken to be the covariance matrix of the measurements D to include experimental uncer-
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tainties. Inthe present case, H isthe model for the emission, given for example by Eqn. 4,
and is dependent on the parameters ® of the energy distribution.

The information available from the measurements made here is not enough to determ-
ine an arbitrary distribution function; the determination of a distribution of arbitrary form
would require many more measurements. Thus an appropriate model for the distribution
under Lower Hybrid Current Driveis chosen and the moments of that model are determ-
ined. The model energy distribution function which was chosen is defined in terms of a
paralld distribution and a perpendicul ar temperature, where the perpendicular distribution
is assumed to be Maxwellian:

plog ) A r) gy g2 (11)

L

2m [ filuy,r) dy ’

f(UH, Uy, T) = nsth(r)

where 5
mec
M) = )
and ,
Ty, r) = /0 Jluy,ur,r) 2muy duy. (12

For amodel of the parallel distribution during Lower Hybrid Current Drive, aflat plateau
distribution is chosen with a small percentage of the superthermal electron density “past
the end” of the plateau. The parameters of the model are £),,..,, which defines the end of
theflat plateau region, and T', ,, which defines the perpendicul ar temperaturein the plateau
region. In the plateau region

fiEy,r) =1, To(By,r) =T 0 < By < Ejaa(r). (13)

For parallel energies higher than £,,...., the distribution is chosen to be

Fi(Eyr) oc e P EIFlmas () B > Bjjpax(r) (14)
By — By (1) — 70)2
TL(By,r) =To, (1.6 C ”816? ) ) Ey > Ejpas(r).  (15)

This shape of the distribution function given in Egns. 14 and 15 was chosen to be similar
to the distributions found by Fokker-Planck code predictions'® under similar PBX-M con-
ditions. It was found that the solution in energy space for the parameters of the observed
distribution function wasinsensitive to the exact form of the distribution for parallel ener-
gies higher than E,,,,...

Also included in the model of the emission is a Gaussian spread in ) in order to ap-
proximate a Gaussian beam in the plasma. This distribution is given by

1 oo 2 /9,2
ﬁm(w75) = \/%0_ /_OO e—(nll_nllo) /20 ﬁm(nHawaS) dn”, (16)
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where n |, isthat aong the centra ray and the standard deviationiso = .01. It wasfound
that such a spread in »|| does not change the solution for the energy distribution function,
however it does dightly broaden the error bars.

Bayes Theorem alowstheinclusion of any prior knowledge about the solution space
through the distribution P(®) in Egn. 9. In this case, the prior knowledge is taken to be
that the maximum energy in the plateau of the energy distribution cannot exceed the energy
of the electrons on which the launched »|; would damp. Thusthedistribution P(®) iszero
for negative energies, constant from zero to the maximum energy allowed in the plateau,
inthiscase 100 keV, and drops off exponentially abovethe energy defined by the launched
n), inthe same manner as the paralel distribution function defined by Eqn. 14. This prior
distributionisnot used in radial regions assumed to be outside the Lower Hybrid damping
region.

For the limited number of frequencies and angles measured, three radial regions of
emission are defined: r,,; : » > 22cm, r,,;y : 16 CM < r < 22cm, and ry, : r < 16ecm
(where the total minor radius « = 30cm). When only second harmonic emission is ob-
served, emission in frequencies lower than 69 GHz originates in the outer radial region,
frequencies 76 - 79 GHz originate in the middle region, and frequencies above 83 GHz
originate in the inner radial region. Assuming that the energy distribution is constant in
each region, energy parameters of the distribution are determined in each region. Meas-
urements of the emission at three frequencies which are 1.5 GHz apart are used in each
region. Theratiosof the emission measured at different frequencies are taken to eliminate
the density dependence. The model H for this ratio of emission measurements is given
by using Eqn. 7 in Eqn. 4, where 3, is dependent on the parameters © = [Ejna0, 1'L0)
and 7, < 1. The two ratios thus measured (D) and the model for these ratios are used
with Bayes' Theorem to find the moments of the energy distributionin each radial region.
Where possible, the two ratios are taken at different magnetic fieldsto increase the energy
resolution. An example of the solution for the two moments of the energy distribution,
Ejjmar and Ty, in the middle radial region is shown in Fig. 7. The solution is the max-
imum of the distribution P(®|D). Error bars on this solution can be defined at the 1 o
level, given by the .67 confidence level. The full solutions for the moments of the energy
distribution as a function of radius and as a function of time before and after the Lower
Hybrid power was turned off, are shown in Table 1.

The most notable characteristic of the solution for the energy distribution and itstime
evolution is in the inner radial region, which covers the inside half of the plasma. The
perpendicular temperaturein thisregion increases with time after the Lower Hybrid power
isturned off. Thisincrease can be attributed to the relaxation of the distribution function
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Figure 7: Confidence levels given by P(®|D) found from Eqgn. 9 (where ® =
[Ejjmaz, T'Lo]) for middle radial region while the Lower Hybrid power is on, time =
417 in Table 1. The most probable solution is the maximum of the distribution,
marked by +.

| | Ts, H Bpma |
time Tin T'mid T out Tin T'mid T out
417 49 59 6 98 100 122
423 49 53 7 98 100 136
429 67 55 5 100 100 164
435 67 55 5 100 100 164

Table 1: Solution for moments of the energy distribution as a function of radius
and time given by the maximum of P(®|D) in Eqn. 9. The Lower Hybrid power
is turned off at 420. Times are given in ms and energies in keV.

due to pitch angle scattering. In the absence of an electric field, the collisonal evolution
of the average pitch angle is expected to occur on atime scale faster than the collisiona
dowing down of the velocity by a factor of (1 + Z.;;).!” Although an electric field is
present in this case, a smilar effect can be expected. An increase in the perpendicular
temperature of the distribution function, on asimilar time scale, has also been observed on
Tore Supraafter theLower Hybrid power isturned off.'® The energy distribution measured
here is also in agreement with Hard X-Ray measurements of the energy distribution on
PBX-M which have determined the parallel energy of the distribution to be between 100 -
150 keV under very similar conditions.!?

After the energy distribution is found in each region, the absolute density profile is
found fromthe absol uteintensity of themeasured emission. Six emissionintensities(3fre-
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Lower Hybrid off at t = 420 ms
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Figure 8: Radial profile of the superthermal density measured by the Oblique ECE
system. The dotted lines show the time evolution of the density profile after the
Lower Hybrid power is turned off at 420 ms.

guencies x 2 magnetic fields) were taken in each radia region and al of these measure-
ments were used to find the density profile. The dope of the density profile was fitted in
the middle and inner regions, using the absolute measurement found in the outer region.
The location of the change in dope of the density profileistakento beat » = 15cm be-
cause thisis the radia location at which the peak in the Hard X-Ray emissivity occurs.
Thisisthe only piece of information which is obtained from the Hard X-Ray datain this
anaysis. The density profiles obtained in this manner are shown in Fig. 8. It is seen that
the time evolution of the measured profile exhibits radia diffusion of the fast electrons,
asthe peak of the distribution moves from off axis during Lower Hybrid Current Drive to
on axis 15 ms after the Lower Hybrid power is turned off. A comparison of the measured
dengity profile with the Hard X-Ray emissivity profile is shown in Fig. 9. The inversion
of the 2 D Hard X-Ray cameraimage is performed in the midplane only and removes the
geometry effects of the view.2° The superthermal density profile measured by the Oblique
ECE systemisin very good agreement with the Hard X-Ray emissivity profile.
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Comparison with HXR inverted profile
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Figure9: Solid line shows the normalized inverted Hard X-ray emissivity profile on
the outer midplane while the Lower Hybrid power is on. Dotted line shows the
normalized density profile measured by Oblique ECE at the same time.

V. Conclusions & Extensions

A new and unique diagnostic has been proposed, devel oped, and operated on the PBX-
M tokamak and has demonstrated that an oblique view of Electron Cyclotron Emission
upshifted from a harmonic of the thermal cyclotron resonance in the horizontal midplane
imposes radial localization on the observed emission. Radially localized emission from
superthermal electronshas been obtained for thefirst time, allowing radially localized mo-
ments of the superthermal electron distributionto be made. Thisincludesthefirst absolute
measurement of the superthermal density profile. The observed time evolution of these
measurements showsthe collisional isotropization of theenergy distributionand radial dif-
fusion of the spatial profile after the Lower Hybrid power is turned off.

Further application of this new technique would be greatly enhanced by the ability to
make measurements at more than one observation angle. In the discussion surrounding
Fig. 3, it has been demonstrated that changesin the observation angle would significantly
improvethe resolution in parallel energy of the measurement. Two methods of setting the
inner radial limit on the emission have been outlined so that this technique can be applied
to tokamak scenarios in which the right-hand cutoff is not near the second harmonic res-
onance as well as to cases where the second harmonic resonance is cutoff, ason PBX-M.
This new measurement can thus have application to a wide range of experiments planned
to achieve current profile control in advanced tokamak operating regimesand will contrib-
ute to a better understanding of the dynamics of superthermal electrons.
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